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Aiistr \<:t. In preparing the Ireatmenl ol the raaeo 
carpaeeae for the Flora of China* leetotv pilieation is 
indicated lor Elaeocarpus decipiens 11 enisle) ex 
k s & Henislev and further nomenclalural change 

A - 4 

is required regarding a related taxon from Taiwan. The 
name Elaeocarpus lanyucnsis C. E. Chang is invalid 

I 



localise the type was not indicated in the prolologue, 
and the comhination F. sylvestris van lanymmk (C. E. 

t - ' ■ r 

Chang) C. E. Chang is therefore illegitimate. Elaeo¬ 
carpus decipiens llemsley ex Forbes & Henislev var. 

Tang is published as a new variety. 


ehangn \ 


re 



unr these earlier names. 


Key wards: China, Elaeoearnaeeae, LI a ecu 
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Taiwan. 


Among (Chinese Elaeoearpaceae, EUteocarjms syl¬ 
vestris (Loureiro) Poirel, E. denpiens Hemslex e\ 


Fori 


ornes 


& H 


emslev. am 


1 F. 



\l 


err i 


are 


often confused, and the latter two names are often 


treated as synonyms of the first (e.g.. Cagnepain. 




r>: 



ernll Chun, 1955: MeUa 




Mara, 1951; C. E. Chang, 1977). More recently. Chang 
Hongta (1979. 1989) treated E. (led pie ns . F. sylvestns. 

E. glahripefalus as three dislmel species. 
However, collections from Taiwan remain imresobed. 




Although E. deripirns was reported from laiwun, 
taxon was a mixture of E. denpiens and L. sylresfris , as 
determined from its description, drawing, and speci¬ 
mens cited by hi in 1968. Elaeocarpus decipiens was 
subsequently treated as a synonym of F. sylvestns in 

both editions of the Flora of Taiwan (C. E. Chang, 


19 


i i 


1998). Based mi our examination of exsieeatat 


from Taiwan (Suzuki El 29 (I BSC), Tanaka & Shinn da 



) 



1 / 


orris s.n 



Soul Invest Forest 


College herbarium no. 4471 (SWFC)), we confirmee 

that F. decipiens does occur m 


aiuan 



Based on 
and China 


additional stud\ til specimens I mm m; 
and adjacent areas including Indochina and Japan, E. 
sylrestris. F. decipiens . and F. glahripefalus were 
easily distinguished (Tang. 1992) as lollovvs: 


Kw to EiavocamPIJS mcmEm Hi i vri.i) Situ. iks i wow 
Chin Imjochin\m> J \i’\\ 

la. Branch lets bright brown when dried, gummus. 

petioles less than 



angular; leaves snnscssiic. wi 




*> nun long. iisiu 



greenish \ellow when dried: 
>elals glabrous. upper half ol cacli petal divided 
into 15 segments: fruit 1 — 1.5 cm diain . . 


. ■ * 


E. glahripefalus Men 



i. 



Branehlels hlack-lirown when dried 
sparsely pilose, not angular*; leaf petioles 
20 mm long, l 


HTulenl or 




aek- now u w lie 



icaves 

ptTals poberulent on eimer sme, 
each petal divitletl into 10 or 1 I lo 
mil ea. 0.7 or 1.0—2 cm diam. 


( ruMI; 


)[icr nan ol 
I () segments: 


2a. Leaves usually obovule. pa pen . lateral veins I 


< i r o. w 



indistinct anastomosing vemlels; 


petals ahaxiallv puherulenl al base, segments 

10: stamens 15. E. sylvestns (Loureim) Hoirel 

2h. leaves lanceolate or narrowl\ oblong. \ei 



P 


atei'al 


veins * 


to 0 


w 


till 



axia \ 



hT 


anastomosing \emlets. petals a< 
idenl at base, segments 1 \ to 10; stamens 2o 

to 30. 


oa. 


. E. decipiens llemslrx e\ 

Leal blade t — 13.5 X 2- 


M *S 


X II 


* Ol 

1 cm. Winn 


emsle\ 



glands in axils of 


2 cm: 


ea. 


) 


at eraI \ ems. |»elinle 
liam.: stamens 2o to 


cm ( 


30: ovary (Umseb tomentose. 


E. denpiens \ar. decipiens 


o. 

on. 


Leal blade 1.5— 


x 1.2-2.5 


cm. with 


(I* 


antis in axils of lateral veins, petiole 

an 1 cm: fruit 0.7—0.8 em diam.: 


< *>> 



stamens ea. 20: o\ar\ glabreseenl .... 

. . .. E. decipiens var. changti \ . \\ 


in 


i r 


In addition, because its leaves 


( H 


)k si 


iinilar to 



Elaeocarpus decipiens , E. hayatae Kamdiira & Sasaki 
sometimes was treated as a synonym of E. denpiens 
. T. Chang, 1989). Elaeocarpus hayatae differs from 
E. decipiens mainly in having 4- or 5-Ioeuled ovaries 
and fruit (vs. 3-loeiiled ovaries and 1-loeuled fruit in 
E. decipiens). 

When describing Elaeoi'arpus decipiens . forbes and 
Hemsh'V (1886) cited three specimens, Wright s.n. 
(from Luchu Archipelago [Bvukyu Islands], Japan). 


Reeves s.n. (from Kwanglung (hiangdong . China), ant 
provisionally Oldham 51 ((min Formosa 


ai w an L 





this last collection cited with a question mark 

■ 

a t\ pe specimen 



It) designate 


Leclotypification is therelore indicated, as supporte< 


by Articles 9.2 and 9.9 of the /CBN (St Lotas Cade} 

((ireuler et ah, 2000). Because horbes and Hemsley 


were not sure about Oldham o I 



specimen is 


excluded from leclolypifieation. Examination of photo¬ 
graphs of the first two cited specimens reveals that 
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Novon 


Reeves s.n . is more appropriate!v identified as E. 
sylvestris . Consequentiv, II n 
candidate lor lertotvpe amon^ 


Because two specimens. Cham* IH2H ( ) and Chan 


n 


'i? hi 




E. d( 


4 n 


cipicns. 


1 original s\ 

or Wright two gal hr 



l\ 
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of 
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U ' 
(i.) / 
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were eitei 




) r 



eo( 


v irpu 


Ian v 


uensis 


’ E 

* p » J * 


gs. one 


Chang 1988), hill vvilhonl indication of I Ik* type in hit* 
pmtnlngue, the name E. lanyuensis (2 E. Chang is 


owning specimen Oil the upper portion and one invalid under [\\e ICHN (Si. Lmds Code), Arlirles87.1 


Iruiting specimen on the lower portion, appear on ihe and 87.5 (Crcutcr el al.. 2000). hi 1998, (7 E. Chang 

s to a \ a riel \ ol h. s) I rest ns (Eoureirol 



r< ■( I uee< 



same herharium sheet. These two gatherings an* (juile 

c _ o 

k renl and were probably made at different times. 

Hie liandvvr 1 11eu annotation w 77. decipiens llrmsIT is 
associated with the fruiting specimen. An additional 
annotation ‘Vf. E, phatiniaejolins" mav be seen with the illegitimate. 



roiret. Because the name k. Ian \ uensis is not vain 
published, this later rombinalinn E. sylvestris \ar. 


Ian 


\ uensis 


(C 


2 Chang) (2 


Chan 


u 


is also 


n 


owermg specimen. 





reform only the Iruitin 


V 


specimen represents E. deapiens. Beeause this Iruiting 
specimen represents the only mu 



guous maleru 


among 



e riled s 



for E. decipiens , Wright s.n. is 


designated as the leetotvpr o( E. deapiens 


Eh 


leocarjms 
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*cipie 
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emsirv ex rernes 
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Hemslev, J. Linn. Soe. 28: 221. 1886. TYPE: 


I ,oo-C 


oo Islam 



\ YU 


Mi 


Japan. 

Wrigflt s.n. (leetotvpr, designated Ik 
sperimrii at slieel lower right, k not s01 
photo at 5X). 


UK s 


anting 


n 
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Elat 


oearpus 
I lemslev 


d< 


Mipieus 


li 


emslev ex f orhes 
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var. cliangii V . T 


ang. var. 


nov 


Elueneurpus lanyuensis (2 E. Chang. Oiiart. J. 
Chin. Forest. 21: 118. t. E 



>. man. in\ 


alial. 

E. sylvestris var. lanyuensis (C. E. (lining) (7 

v f 1 * 

E. Chang, flora ol Taiwan, 

1998. 


eu. z. 


> 8: 720 



slain 


uom. i 


I. C. E, C 



TYPE: China. Taiwan. Eanyu 
I mi) (liolotvpr. PPL photo 


(f 


S/i. 


mam 


hnliis ohlongis, lirmiler eharlaeeis usque 1 . 5—7 cm ongis. 

Lie 0 ad o. in axil I is ncrvoruni 
icinialis: slarninihus eireiler 20 ; nvario 


2 — 2.5 cm I at is, nrn is 



L P 



nIis: petal is 
rsrrnti: frurlihus eireiler 


i: 


■>— I (5 mm lough 


7—8 mm 


i lianiet ro. 


r n 



ie \ariet\ changii is vrrv s 


ar In 



decipiens var. <leapiens , hut differs in h 


c ncarpus 


avmg smaller 


ei 



X L* 


S 


I.: 


r 


X 1.2-2.5 (VS. 7-15.5 X 2 


c 


i > 


lands in axils of lateral 



veins, a glahrescenl (\s. 


lomentosei ovary, and smaller fruit. 1.5—1.8 X 


* i 


0.8 l vs. 2-8.5 X 


in" 


- i 


2) em 


(2 E2 (ih 



side 


e< )i is uieret 


Ehu 


’nearpus 


la- 


nyuensis (.. E. (diang to h( k similar to E. sylvestris and 

m. ^ 

there!ore reduced it to a variel\ ol the latter. Ilouexer. 


it 



\ 



lapery oniong leaves, less 


tan 


cm 


petiole's. 6 to 8 lateral veins, I I to 16 petal segments. 


and ra. 20 stamens indicate that Chang's E . lunyuaisis 
is more similar to E. deapiens. The photo of die type 
specimen Chang I 1930 ((2 E. Chang. 1998) appears 


\m sinuiar to one ol a s\ 



\e ol E. decipiens 



n 


’ir hi 


s.n. 


k|) collected from the Ryukyu Islands in Japan 


lc knauleduniails . This work 


IS 




M 


)\ 


a grant of the National Science Foundation of Chhu 



00 


i 1 


w 


x t 


t 


umk Anthony 




Brach (A, < 



MO) and Nicholas J. Tinland (MO) for assistance in 
pre[iaration ol tin* manuscript: (ihmg-l Peng ( Taiwan 
National Iniversitv) lor helping obtain a pliotograph 
of specimen C. E. Chang 14930; the Curator of k for 
photographs of tV|)C specimens of Elaeocarpus , and 
curators of I BSC and SW'KC for pmviding access to 



r s 


pet a mens used u 



s studv. 


I .ilrral I in* 0 lied 


( Jiang, (i. 17 197 


i 


f i i 


j * «. 


S 


an 


11 ^ 


(<*dilors). Flora of Taiwan. 1 st 
Tuh 


klneticarpaccar. I’p. ()81—()61 m 

T. Iluang, T. kovania N F. E. DrVT 

> 


0(1. 


I.. \ 


Ol. O. 


A | Hto 11 


islnng. I’aifM'i. 

988. A now s 


pemr> of Elm ’(H'urpus I„ irnm Taiuam 




art. J. Chin. Foresl. 21: 118- 

—. 1993. Ekmooarparrar. Tp* 71 I—721 in T. C. miang 

cd.. Vol. 8. Ed it or ia 



(editor) 


( 


riora o 

a* ol 


'aivvan, 2m 



i 



ora t»f Taiuan. Limgwci Print {fill. 


amri. 



j Jiaiu 


. I. TV). Now taxa of Elat*oearparrae from (Jiina, 


\rla Plnlotax. Si 


-: 52—o9 


I 



. 1989. I* I ora Bri publican Popu 
. Scmciicc Press. Hciii 


aris Sinirao. I omus 



Imh’Ih's, F, H. & \\ . li Hemslry. 1888. 

. I aim. Sue. 28: 9 1—95. 


h lr\ v ora Smrnsis. 


(aignrpaim I . 19]9. hhieocnipus. hi: II. Tri'omlr (lalilorK 
More (/ ruerale I, Iudo-( June, Vof, ),, Masstm rt Cie. Pans. 

- ^ 19 15. khuuKitrpus. Pp* 175—901 ai II. Ilumhril 

florc (xcncralr <h* 171 ndo-Chinr, 


\ 


editor). Suj)plrnu* 

asson rt (lie. I\iris. 


t ► 


(; 


ivinri 


'. w. 


McNeill, Ie K. Barm*. II. VI. Bunlel. \. 


emouiin. I. S. Filgueiras. I). II. Nirolson. P. (2 Silva. J. 
k. Skog. P. I rehane. V J. I urland I). I,. Hawksuordi 
(editors). 20(H). Im tenlatlonal (jmIc <J Botanical Nomen¬ 
clature (Saiiil Louis Code). Regnum \ rii. 188. 

n P 

ara. II. 1951. Notes on Japanese hlaeorarpns. J. Jap. But. 

26(8): 91-94. 


T 


11l»l i 



Ti- II. T. 1968. Wood; flora n\ Taiwan. The Morris 
\rhotrUim. Pin ladel j Ji i a. Pennsv l\auia. and Livingston 

ng. Narherlh, Pemisvlvania. 

, I). tX \\ . V. Chum 1985. Midi I ions to our 

edge of lilt* Hainan flora. Sumalsrnia 2: 208-8 1 L 

) 


VI 


em 


Know 

t ? 

t'lealf. I . P. 19 | I. Elaeocarpus deapu'ns 
Snnv alsenia 6(! ): I 78-181. 


efllSK'N . 


r i 1 


ang 'l 



. Not 


es on me genus bJneoearjnis Linn, from 

(Jiina. Vela Plnlotax. Sim 80: 885—10 1. 































































